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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of Claims 

1 . In response filed May 21 2009, the Applicant amended claims 1 , 4, 7 and 12. 
Claims 3, 5 and 6 are canceled. Claims 1 , 2, 4, 7-14 are pending in the current 
application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 2, 4, 7-14 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed May 21 2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

With respect to the new amended claim 1 , the Applicant asserts that Keong 
reference (U.S. Pub No 2005/0102203) does not disclose or teach a material flow 
computer that controls material flow so that goods are placed into picking containers or 
directly into a transport container because Koeng discloses that item retrieval is a 
manual operation. The Examiner respectfully disagrees. The language of claim 1 
states a material flow computer controlling material flow so that the goods are placed 
into containers and do not prohibit manual retrieval as disclosed by Koeng, it is noted 
that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., non-manual retrieval process) are not 
recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
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specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re 
Van Geuns, 988 F. 2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Keong discloses that "the order-receiving-processing subsystem provides the 
worker with information on the whereabouts of the books, and providing information to 
the sorting station about what books are to go to which bay. [0074] [0075], [0124], 
[0125] Therefore Keong teaches a material flow computer that controls material flow so 
that goods are placed into picking containers or directly into a transport container. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 4, 7-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Pub No 2005/0102203 to Keong in view of U.S. Pub No 2001/0049634 to 
Stewart. 

Referring to Claim 1: 

A method for producing a postal item, whereby order data for a postal item that is 
to be printed and/or sent is generated in an order component, the method comprising: 
Keong discloses 

Receiving electronic order data [0094] 
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Breaking down the order data into address information of a recipient and a goods 
identification code [0098] 

Preparing the address information in a form that can be linked to the goods; 

[0098] 

Linking the goods to the address information, [0098] 

Transmitting the goods identification code to a warehouse management control 
unit, the warehouse management control unit transmitting the order data to a material 
flow control computer and the material flow computer controlling material flow so that 
the goods and/or additional goods are placed into picking containers and/or directly into 
a transport container provided for the shipment as a postal item; [0074] [0075], [0124] 

Delivering the goods linked to the address information as a postal item. [0098] 

Keong does not expressly disclose storing the order data in a transaction 
computer controlling an automatic auction and that the recipient is a customer of an 
automated auction who placed a highest bid. 

Stewart discloses an automatic auction system that stores the order data of the 
highest bidder of the auction along with the product data involved in the auction. [0026] 
[0104] 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made for Keong to incorporate the auction system as 
disclosed by Stewart since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old 
elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed the same 
function as it did separately. The auction system and the goods picking system would 
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continue to function the same in the combination as it did separately. Therefore, one 
ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of the combination were 
predictable. 

Referring to claim 2: 

the method according to claim 1, 

Keong discloses comprising generating a postage indicium based on the address 
information of the recipient. [0133] 
Referring to claim 4: 
the method according to claim 3, 

Keong discloses comprising the transaction computer performing an automatic 
comparisons between the stock of goods and one or more pending orders. [0097] 
Referring to Claim 7: 

Keong do not expressly disclose the transaction computer transmits the address 
information of the customer who placed the highest bid in the auction procedure to a 
computer of a seller who is offering the goods for sale at auction. 

Stewart discloses a transaction computer transmitting the address information of 
the customer who placed the highest bid in the auction procedure to a computer of a 
seller who is offering the goods for sale at auction. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made for Keong to incorporate the auction system as 
disclosed by Stewart since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old 
elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed the same 
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function as it did separately. The auction system and the goods picking system would 
continue to function the same in the combination as it did separately. Therefore, one 
ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of the combination were 
predictable. 

Referring to claim 8: 

Keong discloses the method according to claim 1 , comprising generating a 
postage indicium for the postal item in an automated process. [0092] 
Referring to claim 9: 

Keong discloses the method according to claim 8, comprising controlling the 
generation of the postage indicium by a warehouse management control unit. [0092] 
Referring to claim 10: 

Keong discloses the method according to claim 8, comprising controlling the 
generation of the postage indicium by a computer of the recipient. [0092] 
Referring to claim 11: 

Keong discloses the method according to claim 8, comprising notifying the 
recipient of the execution of the franking. [0092] 
Referring to claim 12: 
A device for generating a postal item, 
comprising, in combination: 

a computer for receiving and storing address information and a goods 
identification code that identifies the goods to be transmitted to a warehouse 
management control unit, the warehouse management control unit transmitting the 
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order data to a material flow computer, the material flow computer controlling material 
flow to place the goods into picking containers and/or directly into a transport container 
provided for the shipment as a postal item; [0074], [0075], [0094], [0124] 

a means for linking the goods to the address information, [0098] and 

a postal service provider for delivering the goods linked to the address 
information as a postal item. [0098] 

Keong does not expressly disclose storing the order data in a transaction 
computer controlling an automatic auction. 

Stewart discloses an automatic auction system that stores the order data of the 
highest bidder of the auction along with the product data involved in the auction. [0026] 
[0104] 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made for Keong to incorporate the auction system as 
disclosed by Stewart since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old 
elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed the same 
function as it did separately. The auction system and the goods picking system would 
continue to function the same in the combination as it did separately. Therefore, one 
ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of the combination were 
predictable. 

Referring to claim 13: 

The device according to claim 12, 
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Keong discloses wherein the means to link the goods to the address information 
is a printer. [0131] 

Referring to claim 14: 

The device according to claim 12, 

Keong discloses wherein the means to link the goods to the address information 
is a transmitter that is designed in such a way that it can transmit the address 
information to a transponder that can be affixed to the goods. [0126] 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ROB WU whose telephone number is (571)272-3136. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571)272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/R. W./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3628 
/JOHN W HAYES/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3628 



